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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-21 are presented for the examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 13, 15, 16, 18, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Li (US. Patent 6,748,386 Bl) in view of Gupta et al (US. Patent 5,826,258). 

3. As to claim 1, Li teaches the application substantially as claimed including: a data store 
having a plurality of directory entries (DBMSs 70/78, col 6, In 47-50/ Fig. 2B), a server server 
(the application server 52, col 6, In 47-50), a API couple to said data stored (common database 
connectivity API 76, Fig. 2 B/ col 6, In 47-50), a receiving a directory entry (col 7, In 50-53), a 
wrapper (a wrapper servlet the name of the original server, col 6, In 30-37/ wrapper JDBC 78, 
col 6, In 60-67/ fig. 2B) user application( a user application , col 3, In 46-50), a wrapper coupled 
to said API for accepting request from a user interface( col 3, In 46-67/ col 6, In 64-67/ col 3, In 
52-67). 

4. Li does not explicit teach request as a query which is sent to a wrapper . However, Gupta 
teaches sending query to wrapper (query is sent through wrapper , col 9,1 n 7-12). 
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5. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Li and Gupta because Gupta's query would retrieves 
information from the databases. 

6. As to claim 4, Li teaches a plurality of API coupled to said data store, each API adapted 
to send said query to said data store and receive one of said plurality of directory entries (the API 
of DBMS 70 and external information source 74, Fig. 3/ col 6, In 55-67 col 6, In 42-50). 

7. As to claim 5, Li teaches a plurality of wrapper each said wrapper coupled to one or 
more of said API (a wrapper servlet the name of the original server, col 6, In 30-37/ wrapper 
JDBC 78, col 6, In 60-67/ fig. 2B). 

8. As to claim 7, Li teaches API is adapted to receive one of said plurality of directory 
entries from said data store and send said one of the directory entries to said user application (col 
7, In 17-24). 

9. As to claim 9, Li teaches API is adapted to received said one of said plurality of directory 
entries in response to said query (col 7, In 17-20). 

10. As to claim 10, it is an apparatus claim of claims 1 and 7; therefore, it is rejected for the 
same reasons as claim 1 and 7 above. 

11. As to claims 13, 15, 16, they are apparatus claims of claims 4, 5,17; therefore, they are 
rejected for the same reasons as claims 4, 5, 17 above. 

12. As to claim 18, it is an apparatus claim of claim 10; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 10 above. 
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13. As to claim 20, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 10; therefore, it is rejected for 
the same reason as claim 10 above. In additional, Li teaches program instruction (programs, col 
3, In 52-54). 

14. Claims 2, 3, 11, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Li 
(US. Patent 6,748,386 Bl) in view of Gupta et al ( US. Patent 5,826,258) further in view of 
Kumar et al (US. Patent 6,343,287 Bl). 

15. As to claim 2,3, Li and Gupta do not teach a relational database, an LDAP data store. 
However, Kumar teaches a relational database, LDAP (relational database, LDAP, Fig. 3). 

16. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Li, Gupta and Kumar because Kumar's relational database 
and LDAP would allow user to initiate a search for the requesting from the user. 

17. As to claims 11, 12, they are apparatus claims of claims 2, 3; therefore, they are rejected 
for the same reasons as claims 2, 3 above. 

18. Claims 6, 14, 19, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Li (US. 
Patent 6,748,386 Bl) in view of Gupta et al (US. Patent 5,826,258) and further in view of Coden 
et al (US. Patent 5,873,080). 

19. As to claim 6, Li and Gupta do not teach an API locator on said web server for selecting 
one of said plurality of API in response to said query. However, Coden teaches an API locator on 
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said web server for selecting one of said plurality of API in response to said query (each query 
object (112-117) contained in the combined query 1 10 is directed by the query interface 130 to 
one ore more engineers by calls to that engine's application programming interface (API) (152, 
154, 156) respectively, col 6, In 46-51/ In 60-66). 

20. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Li, Gupta and Coden because Coden's each query object 
(1 12-1 17) contained in the combined query 1 10 is directed by the query interface 130 to one ore 
more engineers by calls to that engine's application programming interface (API) (152, 154, 156) 
respectively would find relevant documents need to be able to specify conditions on the content. 

21. As to claims 14, 19, they are apparatus claim of claim 6; therefore, they are rejected for 
the same reason as claim 6 above. 

22. Claims 8, 17, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Li (US. 
Patent 6,748,386 Bl) in view of Gupta et al ( US. Patent 5,826,258) and further in view of 
Madnick et al (US. 6,282,537 Bl). 

23. As to claim 8, Li and Gupta do not teach send said one of said directory entries to said 
user application through said wrapper. However, Madnick teaches send said one of said directory 
entries to said user application through said wrapper (the results from the semi-structured data 
sources distributed over the network are returned to the wrapper generator 614, col 15, In 1-6). 

24. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Li , Gupta and Madnick because Madnick' s the results 
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from the semi-structured data sources distributed over the network are returned to the wrapper 
generator 614 would provide to the user with a complete response to the query. 
25. As to claims 17, 21, they are apparatus claim of claim 8; therefore, they are rejected for 
the same reason as claim 8 above. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LeChi Truong whose telephone number is (703) 305 5312. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 - 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on 703-305-9678. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIP. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http ://pair-direct.uspto . gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIP 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197(toll-free). 
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